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Appendix 


List of some misprints and errors in 
"RALLOUT AND RADIOLOGICAL COUNTERMEASURES" VOLUME I 


6 lines from bottom, for "gass" read "gas" 

Para. 1, line 7, for raionuclides" read "radionuclides" 
Line 12, "Wind Vector = wind speed x time" 

“Wind vector (miles) = wind speed x timc” 

3 lines from bottom, for "QA", read "a" 

Para. 2, line 14, for aa read " ge 

Line 1, for "t =4.4t+ to t = 10t" read me =i ht, to t, = 10t" 
Heading, for "VOLUES" read "VALUES" 

Last para., line 3, for "Figure 3.1", read "Figure 3.3" 7 
Para. 2, line 8, for "firball" read "fireball" 

(3.176), for "3.8" read "3.12". 

(3.177), for "Table 2.23" read "Table 3.10" ? 

After heading, add "PER 10° FISSION" 


Line 4, for "Section 3.4" read "Section 3.2" 

Line 5, for "Figures 3.3 and 3.4" read "Figures 3.5 and 3.6" 

5 lines from bottom, for "Figures 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4." read "Figures 3.1, 
3.5 and 3.6" 


Table 3.18 heading insert "air" after "H + 1" 
Graph, change first "k" to "3" and first "6" to "5" 
Para. 3, line 11, for "Figure 2.9" read "Figure 3.9" 
Table. Meaning of iss (4 aC understood 
(r x 109) 

4 lines from bottom for "of 10 atoms" read "of 10 
Line 1, for "it the falling rate" read "is the falling rate" 
(4.67), for "per fiss / ft" read "per fiss Jeen 


Line 16, for "section §.4.1" read "section 5.1" 


hy. 


atoms" 


(5), insert line between numerator and denominator K_ 
(5.6), for "Eq.5.43" read "Eq.4.45" 

(529), insert line between numerator and denominator 2) 
Para. 2, for "%e75" read "he73" 


Z 
Line 16, for mayen read "ENW" and for “Anderson In read *Anderson’ On 


Line 20, for "K(1)c(1)" read "K(1)" ? 

5 lines from bottom, for "Eq. 4.74" read "Eq. 5-1" 

4 lines from bottom, for " xt*) Area" read "4 AG) Area" 
(6.5), for "Table 2.19" read "Table 3-11 pet56" 

40 lines from bottom, for "tubulated" read "tabulated" 
8 lines from bottom, for mro(a)" read rach) 

Line 5, for "Chapter 2" read "Chapter 3" 


(6.15), for "=" read ">" 
(6.16), insert line between numera 


(aie) 


Column 2, for "to" read " 


tor and denominator 


" " " C " 


